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Producer: 
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"The Vegas Girl" Sign on Karangahape Rd 

Vegas Girl Sign on Karangahape Rd 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Sign 

New Zealand 

Small amount of text in English 


Components of film originally examined: Not Applicable. 


Feature: 

Trailers: 


Excision/Alteration: No 


Running time: 
Running time: 

Total Running time: 


Reasons(s) for Excision: 

Not Applicable. 


Classification Decision: 

Objectionable. 
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Display conditions: 

Not Applicable. 


Descriptive Note: 

Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The publication is a large sign attached to the second story of a shopfront, and it 
depicts a naked woman in a sexualised pose. It uses this image to advertise a sex- 
related service; the sign also has an element of sexual titillation. It has high impact 
and wide availability through its prominent location in a major thoroughfare in 
Auckland. The Classification Office consulted groups that it felt were particularly 
affected by this sign. 

In arriving at the classification for this sign, significant weight has been given to the 
widespread public concern about the impact of the sign on schoolchildren exposed to 
the sign. This is because of the close proximity of the sign to several schools, the 
negative effects of the sign on the schoolchildren, and the fact that they have little 
choice but to be exposed to the sign's effects. The impact of the sign on the well¬ 
being of present and future generations of children exposed to the sign, and attitudes 
towards them, has negative consequences for the public good as a whole. Weighting 
has also been given to the effect on a large number of other people in the area, for 
instance commuters, involuntarily exposed to the sign and consequent negative 
effects. The fact that representatives of the Auckland City Council, who are in a 
position to assess the well-being of the wider community that they represent, have 
identified widespread concern within that community regarding the sign, has also been 
taken into account. The Classification Office recognises that the sign's owner benefits 
from its presence and would be affected adversely by its absence. It also notes his 
belief that the publication has artistic and cultural merit, and notes that other groups 
recognise that the publication may have an icon status. However, in balancing the 
various interests of the community, the Classification Office considers that, given the 
manner and presentation of the sign, the close proximity of the sign to the schools, 
and the lack of choice available to all passersby exposed to the sign, the availability of 
the sign is likely to be injurious to the public good. The Classification Office considers 
that this likely injury outweighs any benefit to the public good that such availability 
might hold. 
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In determining the sign's classification, the Classification Office has balanced the right 
to freedom of expression set out in the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990 with the 
treatment of matters of sex in the sign, and the consequence of its availability. The 
sign is classified as: 

Objectionable. 
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